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Slovenes to debate Austro-Slavism, did not mention the Czechs, concentrating instead mainly on Russia. Another figure who had a great influence on Slovenes was the Slovak Jan Kollar, with his interpretation of Slav reciprocity.
Contacts during the period before the March 1848 revolution were limited to cultural and some academic cooperation, mainly among linguists. The year 1848 was a turning point for all the Slavs in the empire: following the model of the Czechs, who demanded a union of the three historical provinces (Bohemia, Moravia and Slovakia) and the complete equality of the two languages (Czech and Slovak) across the entire territory of these provinces, Slovene liberal intellectuals demanded the unification of all Slovene lands into a single ethnic unit on the basis of natural law.
The first political action to follow the revolution was the Czechs' signing of the Vienna proclamation of the Slav deputations to their brother Slovenes, dated 5 April 1848. 4 The next, more important step was the participation, albeit modest, of Slovenes at the Pan-Slavic Congress in Prague in June 1848. At this congress the gathered representatives of the Slav nations supported the plan of a United Slovenia, although the Czechs were not at all happy, since according to this principle the Czech lands would also have to be divided by nationality.s The only Slovene participants at the congress were Anton Globocnik and Stanko Vraz. According to Josip Apih, Fran Miklosic was also supposed to attend. It is not known why he did not. 6 The congress revived the idea of Austro-Slavism as understood by Palacky, in which form although with certain variations it received strong support from the Austrian Slavs and also the Slovenes. Palacky enjoyed an exceptional reputation among Slovenes. His writings, his attitude towards German politics, his later opposition to dualism, his acknowledgment of natural law, and, above all, his efforts on behalf of all Austrian Slavs, were met with great enthusiasm. His death prompted a great many articles in Slovenia; even more appeared on the twentieth anniversary of his death. 7 The festivities held in Prague in 1876 to mark the publication of the second part of his Czech history were even attended by Slovene politicians. Commemorative speeches were made in Ljubljana and Maribor (e.g., by lanez B1eiweis at the Ljubljanska Citalnica [Ljubljana Reading Society] ).
Another of the joint actions to take place in 1848 was the participation of Slovenes in the Czech protest against the incorporation of Austria into Germany in other words, opposition to the concept of a Greater Gennany. Palackfs proposal in parliament was only supported by the Czechs and Slovenes. Like the Czechs, the Slovenes boycotted the elections to the Frankfurt parliament. It is not known whether any Slovenes took part in the action by Czech radicals in the preparations for the revolution of May 1849 aimed against Palacky, lelacic and the state.
Among the more active Czech sympathizers during this period was Matej Cigale, a participant at the "Slavic Lindens" assembly of December 1848 in Prague.
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He was the publisher of the newspaper S/ovenija, which reprinted articles from the Czech paper Narodne
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novrny.
One man who kept the Czechs informed about the situation in Slovenia in 1848 was Viljem Dusan Lamb\. Though generally more interested in Bosnia and the Croats, he nevertheless dedicated some space in his reports to the Slovenes. As early as spring 1848 he wrote that because of the Gelman danger (increasing in extent), the Slovenes should forge closer connections with the Croats.9 He firmly believed that the Camiolans, Styrians, Carinthians, Istrians, and "the last remnant of the Friulians" had to unite, perhaps under the leadership of "a free ruler who would see what was inherent, hear the demands of the As I have sincerely tried to the best of my knowledge and conscience, to portray here the character of the Slovene nation, I likewise ardently desire that the effect of this will not merely be a better understanding of the many woes of this unfortunate people, but that we, from our side, should reach out to it as much as possible, with the true brotherly love that befits us, a love that we doubly owe to this nation since it is weaker and in need of our support. 15 Pruvodce po Slovinsku (Prague: , 1887 However, Legos had opponents in Slovenia as well as friends and allies. One of the severest was without a doubt Anton Mahnic, who accused him not only of freemasonry but also of leading Slovene pupils and students astray by inviting them to study in Prague, where they would absorb the liberal, godless spirit. In Mahnic's view Lego was harmful to Slovenes and Christianity, and an utterly unsuitable man to preserve contacts with the Czechs. 16 Nonetheless, he contributed a great deal by his work to the continuing cooperation of Czechs and Slovenes, particularly after 1861. At that time Slovene-Czech contacts or cooperation were particularly strong, and Czech models were growing increasingly influential in Slovenia. This was the period in Slovenia of the founding of the citalnice These open-air gatherings, at which the demand for a united Slovenia was repeated, had an importance similar to that of the camps of the Czechs, who were demanding unification of the three provinces and the equality of the two languages. But the Czechs also had a secret organization called Dedici (Heirs), led by JosefVac1av Fric, to which Fran Zwitter attributes goals similar to those of the Slovene revivalists in 1912.18 The tabori, which were extremely well attended, were banned by the authorities in 1873 for political reasons. The political cooperation of Czechs and Slovenes halted after 1867, although the Czechs and Slovenes showed the strongest opposition to dualism. The hiatus lasted until 1879 that is, throughout the time the Czech representatives were in opposition. And despite the fact that the Czechs succeeded in introducing the Czech the language into the majority of secondary schools, as well as the external language of administration in Bohemia and Moravia, the Slovenes, who were still campaigning merely for the introduction of the Slovene language in primary schools, remained sympathetic to the Czech demands. The Young Slovenes, who strove hardest for solidarity with the Czechs, were particularly vehemently opposed to the accession of Slovene deputies to the National Assembly, where in spite of everything the Slovenes were represented by Len~ek and LipoId.
Rieger's program offederalists gave rise to feelings of victim ization among Slovenes, since they were classified by the deputies in Vienna in the German group. Andrej Einspieler wrote: "The Poles, Czechs and Croats have taken care of themselves and left us in the lurch."19 A few years later, in 1871, Vosnjak was present at the so-called "federal assembly" in Prague, where the Czechs stood by historical law and repeated their demands for a federation. Such an arrangement would have done serious harm to the Slovenes. Particularly unacceptable to them was the proposed level of provincial autonomy which they saw as being too high. As Vosnjak says, the Czechs, in particular Rieger and Palacky, were trying to appease the Slovenes with national curiae and rights in national affairs, and recommended that they quickly reconciled matters with the Croats. At the next federal assembly, in 1873, the Czechs still persisted with their original plans for the arrangement of Austria, plans which were detrimental to the Slovenes.
They remained in opposition until 1879.
The year 1879 was another turning point in the cooperation of Slavs within the empire. The Slovenes, Czechs, Poles, and the German conservatives joined the Hohenwarth Club, which supported Taaffe's government. A Czech, Baron Prazak, was at that time appointed Minister of Justice and remained in the government until his retirement in 1888. As the representative of the Slavs in the empire he completely fulfllied the expectations of the Slovenes, since he strove to improve language conditions in courts in Slovenia. Vosnjak writes that he did everything possible. The Styrian Slovenes were especially grateful to him since he appointed two Slovene notary's cJerks.~
In 1893 the Slovene deputies, after leaving the Hohenwarth Club, founded a Slav anti-coalition with the Czechs and Croats, marking the first time that the Young Czech party was able to make Another declaration of new, closer contacts with the Czechs was the visit by a Slovene delegation to Prague in 1868 for the ceremonial laying of the foundation stone of the National Theater. Among the Slovene party was the Young Slovene party member Josip Vo~njak, on his first visit to the Czech lands; he was enthusiastic about the Czech cooperatives, the well-regulated nature of Czech agriculture the cultivation of the fields and suchlike. In his address he particularly stressed Slovene-Czech connections, Slav reciprocity and "brotherly love." He also drew attention to the important difference between the political demands of the two nations that is, to the Czech appeal to historical law while the Slovenes, on the other hand, could only acknowledge natural law. This fact had always in a sense separated the Czechs and Slovenes at the political level, especially in their demands for a political/administrative reorganization of the empire. On the other hand, it was precisely because of this that so many Slovenes were enthusiastic about Masaryk. In 1883 Ivan Hribar, a convinced Slav, began publishing the newspaper Slovan, in collaboration with Ivan Tavcar. This was one of the first steps towards realizing the goal: winning over Slovenes to the Slavic idea and acquainting them with the cultural and scientific achievements of the Slav nations. For Hribar, the Czechs, or rather the Czech lands, occupied a special place, for he saw them as the cradle of Slav reciprocity, Slav cooperation, and solidarity, and an inexhaustible source of cultural, scientific, and social contacts. Prague itself was for him the city which should for the Austrian Slavs be the closest capital city where their wishes and hopes can find support and protection; and the more open-heartedly the Austrian Slavs embrace Prague, the more abundantly can Prague be a help to them and support them in preserving their nationhood from a purely Slavic perspective, from a truly brotherly heart.2S Hribar, too, was popular among the Czechs and certainly felt comfortable among them, since a great many Czech politicians and cultural figures regarded him as an important Slovene liberal and Slavophile politician, and as a rule afforded him their sympathy and respect.
Hribar's cooperation with the Czechs deepened during the period of KramM·'s efforts to re-establish Slav reciprocity on new foundations, in particular through cooperation with Russia, which Hribar also approved of. During the time of the so-called Neo-Slavic movement, which lasted until 1910, Hribar stood alongside Kramar as one ofthe central figures not only in Slovenia but in the Slav world as a whole.
There was considerable enthusiasm, both in Slovenia and the Czech lands, for learning Slavic languages, in the first place Russian.
2S
Siovenska Matica representative Ignac Valentincic, Josip Gerba and Srecko Nolli, who were representatives of the Ljubljana Sokol society. "Zlata, slovanska Praga," Slovan 2.14 (1884); 8.
. , "Russian circles" were started in Slovenia, following the Czech model, in which young people studied Russian literature and learned Russian.
The founding of the Czech University in Prague in 1882 was also a gain for Slovene students, who did not get their own university until 1919 and therefore had to study at the universities in Vienna and Graz. Shortly after the Czech University was founded, when T. G. Masaryk began giving lectures, a large number of Slovene students went to Prague. Their numbers grew further after 1895 as a result of dissatisfaction at the announcement of Badeni's language ordinances. Studying at the Czech University in Prague was mainly supported by the liberal section of Slovene politics and the intelligentsia. Generally speaking there were mostly liberally-minded students who went to study in Prague.
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Between 1892 and 1917 eighty-five Slovenes took doctor's degrees from the Czech University. In contrast to the liberals, the Catholics did not approve of Slovenes studying in Prague. The Prague university and atmosphere were for them too liberal, and the Czechs were insufficiently Catholic. Most of the discussion of this point came from Mahnic, Franc Grivec, Josip Puntar, and Josip Stuller. The reasons for their objections were exclusively religious and political. Most Catholic students continued to study in Vienna and Graz. Despite considerable publicity only a few students opted to study in Krakow and Lvov. The great exception among the Catholics was J. E. Krek, who did not oppose students studying in Prague, since he saw the Czech capital in broader terms, as the center of Slavism.
Despite the opportunity to study at Slav universities such as Krakow, Lvov, and Prague, the Slovenes did not drop their demands for their own university. The movement for the founding of a Slovene university coincided with the demands of the Czechs, or rather the Moravians, for the founding of a second Czech university in Brno. Both prompted a great deal of opposition from the Germans. Demonstrations in support of the two universities took place in Ljubljana, Prague, and Brno from 1901 until 1909. The participants numbered not only students but also intellectuals, politicians, and artists, both Czech and Slovene. The campaign for a Slovene university continued with demands and plans for a Slovene chair at Prague University. Among the most active was the nationalist radical Mihajlo Rostohar, who qualified as a university professor at the Prague university in 1909. Agreements to establish a temporary Slovene university within the Czech University proceeded separately, with great support from Ivan Hribar, then mayor of Ljubljana, and Heynovsky, the rector of the Czech University. But the Slovene Catholic deputies in the National Assembly, in accordance v with their different beliefs, halted the campaign and Sustersic proposed that the temporary university should be at the university in Krakow.
At the end of the l890s Czech influences, though not cooperation, was markedly determined by the influence of T. G. Masaryk.
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Quite a number of Slovene students in Prague followed his political and university work; they saw, or found, in his practical philosophy a great deal that was acceptable with regard to changing the political, economic and cultural conditions in Slovenia. Anton Dermota, Dragotin Loncar, and others soon adopted Masaryk's concept for resolving the national and social issue, i.e., through fundamental social reforms, cultural activity and a better internal policy.29 They approved of realism, the new critical and scientific orientation and a method which was supposed to permeate all areas of social activity. They accepted completely Masaryk's demand for the socialization of culture, learning and politics. They took the same view of religion, seeing it as a matter of individual choice, of Slav reciprocity and the socialist movement that existed at the time. In other words, like Masaryk they did not accept Marxism. A pamphlet entitled "Kaj hocemo -Poslanica slovenski rnIadini" ('What we want -A letter to Slovene young people"), which appeared in 1901, as well as being a summons to young Slovenes, telling them how to work and act, was also a kind of variant of Masaryk's realist party program.)) It is a document that proves that the Slovene realists intended to put Masaryk's ideas into effect in Slovenia, too. . ,
In the case of the Slovene Masarykites, or realists, there was no direct cooperation with the Czechs since they only knew Masaryk indirectly. One of the few Slovenes to be in contact with Masaryk before 1918 was Matija Murko. Before the outbreak of the First World War, and after it, he corresponded with Masaryk and even corrected his work on Havlicek.
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Masaryk did not only have an exceptional influence on Slovene intellectuals, he also influenced the young. The National v Radical Pupils, as they called themselves, led by Dr. Gregor Zerjav, identified themselves with Masaryk and his ideas. The organization operated along similar lines to the Czech radical youth movement, i.e., under the slogan "From the nation to the nation." They organized "grassroots" work among the people, staged various educational lectures, recommended studying at the Slav university in Prague, worked to build closer ties with the Czechs, and worked for a sober Slav reciprocity along the lines proposed by Masaryk. The national radicals had various contacts with Czech pupil and student organizations in Prague. After leaving the student society Ilirija they even founded, in 1907, the independent nationalist radical academic society Adrija. Nevertheless, they also embraced some of the ideas, published in Om/adina, which did not differ much from the ideas of the Czech national socialist Vaclav Klofac, in particular on the issue of culture and education.32 In 1911 the Slovene national socialists began publishing their own newspaper Narodni socijalist, and through it promoting Klofac's ideas. The first four issues were edited by Fran Radescek. He then left for Prague and the editorship was taken over by Slavoj Skerl. The publisher and owner of the paper was Kamil Cerny. Among the program goals of the Czech national socialists which were also adopted by the Slovenes was the demand that 31 32 the intelligentsia must stand with the people not above them. Here, too, the intelligentsia must understand the development Matija Murko, Spomini (Ljubljana: Slovenska Matica, 1951) 144. Like the national socialists, the National Radical Pupils rejected social democracy-that is, international and propagates revolution-and the Christian socialists, who were only concerned with their own material benefits, as well as the liberals, who offer nothing to the workers and the common people. Their main goal was "to educate socially, culturaly and economicaly" not just the workforce but all classes ofsociety.
. , which has taken place in France and in other countries where the intelligentsia has gone with the people and not been frightened by socialism and its problems.
ll Among the important cultural functions they classed "the right of all sections of society to appropriate education (the end of nonsocial education) and through this the prevention of a schism between the people and the intelligentsia." They demanded that "schooling be placed on a national basis the language used in elementary schools should be the mother tongue," and free education for girls "of all classes." They also wanted church-state relations changed so that "all church organizations are placed on the basis of a general law of association. "34 One of the most fruitful periods of Czech-Slovene cooperation was the period from the Pan-Slavic Congress of 1898 in Prague until 1912, i.e., during the time of Kram,H's Neo-Slavism. This did not only involve cooperation in the movement for Slav mutuality on the new foundations proposed by Kramar, but was also a great influence on, in particular, those Slovene politicians and intellectuals who were proRussia, or rather who saw Russia as the main bulwark against the Germanic world. At the same time there was close cooperation between Slovene and Czech or rather Pan-Slavic journalists and newspapermen. The Slovenes were extremely active in organizing journalists' rallies. These took place in 1902 and 1908, thanks in part to the efforts of the mayor of Ljubljana, Kramar's colleague, Ivan Hribar. Slav mutuality was also high on the agenda of these meetings. The great importance for Slavs of the Slav press was emphasized, and a mass of articles were reprinted from Slav papers. Interestingly most reprints were from Czech papers. Slovene liberals chose articles in liberal newspapers, socialists in socialist papers, and so on.
Economic cooperation also played an important role. In the l860s a Prague insurance company opened a branch in Slovenia, with considerable help from Ivan Hribar. The founding of the Ljubljanska kreditna banka in 1900 was enabled by the cooperation of the Czech v bank Zivnostenska banka, and once again Ivan Hribar was involved. , 7., 8. prosinca 1911 , 7., 8. prosinca ," Narodni socialist, 4 (1911 . "Kuiturne naioge na~e stranke," Narodni socijalist 8, 18 February 1911.
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The first director of the Ljubljanska kreditna banka was Ladislav Pecanka, a Czech. Czech capital only began operating in Ljubljana later, at the end of the nineteenth century. Among other reasons this was because, as one of the Czech deputies told Josip Vosnjak, they had too much work with the German competition. The first example was Kolinska, a producer of foodstuffs, which, interestingly, the Slovene national socialists held up as an example of patriotism, with the appeal "Our own to our own," meaning that the people should buy Kolinska which "supports the Ss. Cyril and Methodius Society." From 1904 to 1914 Zotka Zedrova edited the free paper Domaci prijatelj, which was actually an advertisement for Vydrova, a company producing grain coffee. Czech capital only took on a more widespread role after 1918.
The period immediately before, during, and immediately after the First World War was characterized by a fall in interest in cooperation on both sides. The Slovenes followed Masaryk's efforts to establish a new state, but in this period even the Slovenes were utterly in favor of the Yugoslav view which did not preclude the Austrian state. Slovene Catholics called for Trialism, which the Czechs rejected, while the Social Democrats continued to advocate preservation of the Austrian state with autonomous provinces. Although the Slovenes welcomed the founding of the republic of Czechoslovakia in 1918, they were extremely surprised that their model, Masaryk, did not give proper heed to Slovene national demands. Josip Ferfolja, the only Masarykite who had ever met him in person, was a member of the National Council who had gone to Prague in 1918, where discussions were supposed to be held on the decisions of the London Pact. Ferfolja wrote that Masaryk demonstrated little understanding of the Slovene protests against Italian pressure on Slovenes in the occupied territory and merely advised him that the Yugoslavs [sic] should fight for Dalmatia and Rijeka rather than for Trieste.
Among those best acquainted with Czech culture, politics and science were those Slovenes who became the first ambassadors to the new country. They were also the people who had the greatest contacts with the Czechs within the framework of the new state. The first Yugoslav ambassador was Ivan Hribar. He was followed by Bogumil Vosnjak and Albert Kramer.
, , Krek took part in the Czech-Slavic Catholic rallies from 1894 onwards and concentrated above all on the issues of the closer cooperation of Slav Catholics. Unlike the majority of Slovene Catholics, who wanted to convince Slovenes in any way possible that both the Czechs and Prague were harmful and unsuitable for contacts and cooperation with Slovenes, especially young people, Krek saw Prague as the center of Slavism, a center which had to have a political and cultural role in strengthening Slav unity.39
The politicians, intellectuals, young people, and artists who worked most closely with the Czechs and were most enthusiastic about them were, as a rule, liberals or those who were liberally-oriented. At first this was the Young Slovenes, who after 1894 became part of the Slovene National Party, and non-party affiliated intellectuals and young people; although the Young Czech policy in the National Assembly did not always accord completely with the interests of the other Slav nations, the Young Czechs were, despite everything, an example to Slovene liberal politicians of how to work in parliament for the interests of one's own nation. The sympathies of Slovenes for the Czechs, for Czech culture, and the Czech struggle for national rights also stemmed in part from their awareness of the small size of the Slovene nation. These sympathies were a constant of the idea of Slav unity and solidarity. They looked on Russia as a great protectress, but on the Czechs, regardless of their different historical development and more important political, economic, and cultural role in Austria, as their closest and most loyal brothers. 
